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On June 11, 2009, this matter was presented to Sabrina G. Comizzoli, Chief, Government Fraud 

Unit, District of New Jersey, U.S. Department of Justice, Newark, NJ.  

  

 

 

 

On August 27, 2010, this matter was presented to AUSA Kathleen O'Leary, Criminal Division, 

District of New Jersey, Newark, NJ. After discussing the facts of the case and the potential 

outcomes, AUSA O'Leary advised that her office was declining prosecution of this matter based 

 

 

 

On September 1, 2011, this matter was presented to AUSA Anthony J. LaBruna, Civil Division, 

District of New Jersey, Newark, NJ. After discussing the facts of the case  

 AUSA LaBruna advised that  

 AUSA LaBruna was in agreement that OI should pursue administrative remedies 

relative to this investigation. 

 

On May 18, 2012, a Report of Investigation (ROI) was issued to  

, EPA, Suspension and Debarment Division (SDD). On July 10, 2014, OI received a 

Memorandum from SDD dated June 30, 2014. SDD indicated  

 

 

 

 

 the suspension and debarment case 

against CHEMTECH should be closed.” SDD added  

 

 

 SDD reserves the right to reopen this case.  This recommendation  

 

 

The investigation substantiated the allegations of large amounts of improper manual integrations 

and time travel. The investigation also found instances of peak shaving. During interviews of 

former Chemtech employees, several of them attested to the high turnover of analysts, excessive 

hours, missed sample hold times, and stressful work conditions at Chemtech. Several of the 

were also shown examples of manual integrations and confirmed that some of the 

manual integrations were inappropriate. The EPA OIG  assigned to this matter identified 

several  involved with improper manual intergration. The matter has been declined 

criminally, civilly and administratively. As such, this investigation will be closed at this time. 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
 

 

 

DATE:  NOVEMBER 17, 2014 PREPARED BY:  

CASE #:  OI-AR-2014-ADM-0035 CROSS REFERENCE #:   

TITLE:  , CRIMINAL INVESTIGATOR, CRIMINAL  

                INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION, EPA 

CASE CLOSING REPORT 
 

Subject(s) Location Other Data 

  

 

 

 

 

VIOLATIONS: EPA’s Appendix-Guidance on Corrective Discipline, EPA ORDER 3120.1(1) – 

Attendance related offenses 

 

ALLEGATIONS: Special Agent (SA) , ,  

, engaged in unauthorized outside work employment; and, SA  engaged 

in time and attendance fraud by manipulating leave forms.  

 

FINDINGS: The investigation found both the foregoing allegations to be unsupported. First, 

concerning the issue of outside work employment, the facts indicate Special Agent  took 

appropriate action. This included obtaining the appropriate authorization to conduct outside work 

from  supervisor and disclosing this business activity on  confidential financial disclosure 

report (OGE-450). Ultimately, Special Agent  stopped  not long after  began 

it   

 

Second, concerning the allegation that Special Agent  engaged in time and attendance 

fraud by manipulating leave or flexiplace forms or had others do so, there are no facts supporting 

this allegation. Special Agent  was questioned as to whether  had ever replaced leave 

with regular time, or altered flexiplace forms, for  or any employee, in order to put in for 

time which was not actually worked. Special Agent  response was a vehement “No.”  

explained that if fact  has worked during leave,  worked from , and has lost 

use or lose. Further, with regard to  replacing leave with regular time for employees, Special 

Agent  stated  had not and further, that  does not have the ability to go into Peopleplus 

to approve or change time. 

 

DISPOSITION: All allegations unsupported. Close case with no further action. 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
 

 

 

DATE:  January 12, 2015 PREPARED BY:   

CASE #:  OI-AT-2015-CAC-0018 CROSS REFERENCE #:   

TITLE:  , FORMER EPA REGION IT CONTRACTOR 

 

CASE CLOSING REPORT 
 

Subject(s) Location Other Data 

    

 

VIOLATION(S):  

Theft of US Government Property, 18 USC 641 

 

ALLEGATION:   

, former EPA Region  Information Technology (IT) contractor, failed to return 

an EPA issued computer upon  termination by EPA Region  IT contractor, Heartland Technology 

Group (HTP).   

 

FINDINGS:   

On February  2014,  was assigned a Microsoft Surface Pro Tablet, bearing serial 

number  and EPA decal No. , for evaluation and testing purposes.  The 

device was not to be removed from EPA workspaces within the  Federal Center 

without authorization to do so.   The missing device was valued at $699.00. 

 

On November  2014, ’S employment was terminated by HTG.  The Microsoft 

tablet was not located within EPA workspaces.  Attempts to collect device from  

have been unsuccessful.   

 

On December 4, 2014, the EPA Region  Property Management Section was notified, via written 

memorandum, of the theft of an EPA owned computer assigned to the Information Infrastructure 

Branch (IIB), EPA Region , .  The theft from IIB was reported by , 

, IIB.  , Property Management Section notified EPA-OIG of 

the possible theft.   

 

After notification to EPA-OIG, HTG again contacted  regarding the return of the 

device. On December  2014,  returned the device to EPA .   
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DISPOSITION:   

The device was undamaged and returned to service by EPA.  No further action required. 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
TWO POTOMAC YARD 

2733 SOUTH CRYSTAL DRIVE 

ARLINGTON, VA 22202 
 

 

 

DATE:  February 17, 2015 PREPARED BY:  SA  

CASE #:  OI-BO-2013-CFR-0028   CROSS REFERENCE #:  NA 

TITLE:   

 

CASE CLOSING REPORT 
 

 

Subject(s) Location Other Data 

 MA  

 

 

VIOLATIONS: 

 1. False Claims, 31 United States Code (USC) § 3729-33 

 2. Civil Actions for False Claims, 31 USC §3730 (b) (2) 

ALLEGATIONS 

On January 3, 2013, Special Agent (SA) , of the United States Environmental 

Protection Agency (EPA), Office of Inspector General, Boston Field Office, 5 Post Office 

Square, Suite 100 Boston, Massachusetts (MA), 02109, received Hotline Complaint 2013-066.  

The complaint included a letter, dated December 26, 2012, from Carmen M. Ortiz, United States 

Attorney, Department of Justice (DOJ), District of Massachusetts and a copy of a qui tam 

complaint filed under seal in U.S. District Court, Boston, MA, dated  2012.  In the 

qui tam, the Relator alleged that , MA submitted 

defective pricing in its bid proposals and submitted false or fraudulent bills for government 

contracts with the Department of Defense, General Service Administration, and United States 

Agency for International Development. The EPA-OIG began its investigation of contracts 

with the EPA as did the other agencies cited above.  

  

 






